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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the appeal brief filed on 04/21/2009. 

2. In view of the appeal brief filled on 04/21 /2009, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following two 
options. 

1. file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non- final) or a reply under 37 CFR 
1.113 (if this Office action is final). 

2. initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41.31 followed by appeal 
brief under 37 CFR 41.37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and appeal brief fee can 
be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth in 37 

CFR 41.20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant must pay the 
difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

3. A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by signing 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-29 and 42-66 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
Argument: 
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"The appellant contends that Sprecher discloses checking compatibility for replaced unit 
with the previously installed unit. Claim 1, on the other hand, is directed to checking compatibility of 
a field replaceable unit with other units presently installed in a computer system." (Brief, page 11-2). 

Response: 

The examiner would like to indicate that Sprecher discloses compatibility for replaced unit 
with a unit not previously installed in the computer system. Nevertheless, Powers et al., new art of 
record teaches checking compatibility for replaced unit with the previously installed unit. See 
rejection below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-29 and 42-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable over 
Sprecher et al. (US 6,948,059 Bl) in view of Powers et al. (US 2004/0199899 Al). 

Per claim 1 (Currendy amended), Sprecher discloses in a computer system including a first 
field-programmable unit (FPU) of a first type, the first FPU including first field-programmable 
unite code, a second FPU of second type including a second FPU code (see at least col.3:40-50, 
col.5:l-65, col.8:l-10 and col.5:25-45 and e.g. FIG. 4, and col.6:20-67, Available Resource Table 54 
and related text), a computer-implemented method comprising steps of: 

(A) determining whether the first FPU and first FPU code are compatible with the 
second FPU and second FPU code; (e.g. FIG. 3, Software Resource 42 as the second type; 
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Software Resource 42 is different from the first type as the new software component 44 and e.g. 
FIG. 5, step 52 - "Review available component table" - and related text, e.g. col.5: 25-35, 30-45 
and col. 7: 5-12); and 

(B) if the first FPU and first FPU code are determined not to be compatible with the 
second FPU and second FPU code, notifying a user of the computer system of the incompatibility 
(e.g. FIG. 5, steps 72 and 92 - "Search" and "Update available component table" - and related text 
col. 7:40-50 "... user is given information as to the type, identifier and version number of the 
desired ..." see also col.7:20-68, block 66 Hit? No, block 72 Search,. . . block 84 Compatible? No. . . 
Done and related text). 

Sprecher substantially discloses the invention as claimed. However, Sprecher does not 
explicitly disclose checking compatibility of a field replaceable unit with other units presently 
installed in a computer system. Nevertheless, as evidenced by the teaching of Powers et al., new art 
of record, it was well known to compatibility of a field replaceable unit with other units presently 
installed in a computer system (see at least e.g. FIG. 5, DISCOVER COMPONENTS ON 
SYSTEM 501, ACCESS COMPATIBILITY STRUCTURE 503 and DISCOVERED MIX OF 
COMPONENTS COMPATIBLE? 504 and related text). Thus, it is respectfully submitted that it 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to check 
compatibility of a field replaceable unit with other units presently installed in a computer system in 
order to verify the components are compatible during boot-up of the system to prevent any 
malfunctioning if it is determined incompatibility existed as once suggested by Powers (paragraph 
[0003]). 

Per claim 2 (Currendy Amended), Sprecher discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the 
computer system further comprises a plurality of field-programmable units including a 
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corresponding plurality of FPU codes (e.g. FIG. 5 and related text), and wherein the step (A) 
comprises a step of: 

(A) (1) determining whether the first FPU code is compatible with at least one of the 
plurality of FPU codes (e.g. FIG. 5, steps 80-86 and col.7:20-67, block 66 Hit? NO, block 72 
Search, block 84 Compatible? NO, block 76 Done? NO, block 72 continue Search and related 
text). 

Per claim 3, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 2, wherein the computer system further 
comprises a plurality of field-replaceable units, and wherein the step (A) further comprises a step 
of: 

(A) (2) determining whether the first FPU code is compatible with the plurality of field- 
replaceable units (e.g. FIG. 5, step 84 and related text). 

Per claim 4, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 2, wherein the computer system further 
comprises a revision compatibility descriptor identifying a plurality of compatible combinations of 
field-programmable unit codes (e.g. FIG. 3 and related text), and wherein the step (A)(1) comprises 
a step of determining that the first FPU code is compatible with the plurality of FPU codes if a 
combination of the first FPU code (e.g. FIG. 5, steps 80-86 and related text) and the plurality of 
FPU codes is among the plurality of compatible combinations of field-programmable unit codes 
identified by the revision compatibility descriptor (col. 5:19-31 "... component . . . resource. . ."). 

Per claim 5, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 2, wherein the computer system further 
comprises a plurality of field-replaceable units and a revision compatibility descriptor identifying a 
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plurality of compatible combinations of field-programmable unit codes and field-replaceable units 
(e.g. FIG. 3 and related text), and wherein the step (A) comprises a step of determining that the 
first FPU code is compatible with the computer system if a combination of the first FPU code, the 
plurality of FPU codes (e.g. FIG. 5, steps 80-86 and related text), and the plurality of field- 
replaceable units is among the plurality of combination combinations of field-programmable unit 
codes and field-replaceable units identified by the revision compatibility descriptor (e.g. FIG. 2, 
items 46 and 48 -"resource list" and "compatibility list" and col. 5:19-31 ". . . component . . . 
resource..."). 

Per claim 6, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the first field-programmable 
unit comprises a field-replaceable unit (e.g. FIG. 2, items 46 and 48 -"resource list" and 
"compatibility list" and col. 5:19-31 "... component ... resource..."). 

Per claim 7, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the step (A) is performed in 
response to installation of the first field-programmable unit in the computer system (e.g. FIG. 5, 
step 70 - "load application" - and related text, and col. 7:13-18 and col. 8:39-44). 

Per claim 8, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the step (B) comprises a step 

of: 

(B) (1) providing the user with information descriptive of third FPU code that is 

suitable for storage in the first field-programmable unit and that is compatible with the second_FPU 
code (col. 7:40-50 "... user is given information as to the type, identifier and version number of the 
desired ..."). 
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Per claim 9, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the step (A) is performed in 
response to replacement of a third field-programmable unit with the first field-programmable unit, 
and wherein the third field-programmable unit includes the third FPU code (col. 3:33-38 "... 
replacement of resources and upgrading of those resources ..."). 

Per claim 10, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 8, and wherein the step (B)(1) 
comprises steps of: 

(B) (1) (a) identifying a compatible combination of field-programmable unit codes 
previously installed in the computer system (e.g. FIG. 5, step 52 - "Review available component 
table" - and related text, e.g. col. 7: 5-12); 

(B) (1) (b) identifying, in the identified combination of previously-installed field- 
programmable unit codes, an identifier of FPU code suitable for installation in the first 
field-programmable unit (col. 3:33-38 "... previously installed ..."); and 

(B) (1) (c) providing the user with information descriptive of the FPU code identified 
by the identifier (col. 7:40-50 "... user is given information as to the type, identifier and version 
number of the desired ..."). 

Per claim 11, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the computer system further 
comprises a plurality of FPUs including a corresponding plurality of FPU codes, and a revision 
compatibility descriptor identifying a plurality of combinations of compatible field-programmable 
unit codes, and wherein the step (B)(1) comprises steps of: 
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(B) (1) (a) identifying, in the revision compatibility descriptor, a record describing the 
plurality of FPU codes (e.g. FIG. 5, step 52 - "Review available component table" - and related 
text, e.g. col. 7: 5-12); 

(B) (1) (b) identifying, in die identified record, a code identifier identifying FPU code suitable 
for use in the first field-programmable unit (e.g. FIG. 3, element 37-42 and related text); and 

(B) (1) (c) providing die user with information descriptive of the FPU code identified by the 
code identifier (col. 7:40-50 "... user is given information as to the type, identifier and version 
number of the desired ..."). 

Per claim 12 (currently amended), this is the apparatus version of the claimed method 
discussed above (Claim 1), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in 
cited areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 13, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 2), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 14, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 3), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 15, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 4), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 
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Per claim 16, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 5), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 17, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 7), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 18, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 1), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 19, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 2), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 20, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 3), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 
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Per claim 21, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 4), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 22, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 5), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 23, this is the storage version of die claimed method discussed above (Claim 6), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 24, this is another system version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

1) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 25, this is another system version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

2) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 26, this is another system version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

3) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 
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Per claim 27, this is another system version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

4) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 28, this is another system version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

5) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 29, this is another system version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

6) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 42, this is system version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 1), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 43, this is system version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 2), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 
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Per claim 44, this is system version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 3), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 45, Sprecher discloses in a computer system including a first field-programmable 
unit (FPU) of a first type, the first FPU including first FPU code (e.g. FIG. 10B and related text), a 
computer-implemented method comprising steps of: 

(A) determining whether the first FPU and first FPU code are compatible with a second 
FPU and second FPU code wherein both first FPU and the second FPU are (see at least col.3:40- 
50, col.5:l-65, col.8:l-10 and col.5:25-45 and e.g. FIG. 4, and col.6:20-67, Available Resource 
Table 54 and related text) in the computer system, wherein the second FPU includes the second 
FPU code, and wherein the second FPU is of a second type that differs from the first type; (e.g. 
FIG. 3, Software Resource 42 as the second type; Software Resource 42 is different from the first 
type as the new software component 44 and e.g. FIG. 5, step 52 - "Review available component 
table" - and related text, e.g. col.5: 25-35, 30-45 and col. 7: 5-12); 

(B) if the first FPU and first FPU code are determined not to be compatible with the second 
FPU and second FPU code,_ identifying third FPU code that is compatible with the and suitable for 
installation in the first field-programmable unit (e.g. FIG. 5, steps 72 and 92 - "Search" and 
"Update available component table" - and related text col. 7:40-50 ". . . user is given information as 
to the type, identifier and version number of the desired ..." see also col.7:20-68, block 66 Hit? No, 
block 72 Search,. . . block 84 Compatible? No. . . Done and related text); and 

(C) installing the third FPU code in the first field-programmable unit (col. 3:33-38 ". . . 
previously installed ..."). 
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Sprecher substantially discloses the invention as claimed. However, Sprecher does not 
expHcifly disclose checking compatibility of a field replaceable unit with other units presently 
installed in a computer system. Nevertheless, as evidenced by the teaching of Powers et al., new art 
of record, it was well known to compatibility of a field replaceable unit with other units presently 
installed in a computer system (see at least e.g. FIG. 5, DISCOVER COMPONENTS ON 
SYSTEM 501, ACCESS COMPATIBILITY STRUCTURE 503 and DISCOVERED MIX OF 
COMPONENTS COMPATIBLE? 504 and related text). Thus, it is respectfully submitted that it 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to check 
compatibility of a field replaceable unit with other units presently installed in a computer system in 
order to verify the components are compatible during boot-up of the system to prevent any 
malfunctioning if it is determined incompatibility existed as once suggested by Powers (paragraph 
[0003]). 

Per claim 46, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 45, wherein the computer system 
further comprises a pluraUty of field-programmable units including a corresponding plurality of 
FPU codes, and wherein the step (A) comprises a step of: 

(A) (1) determining whether the first FPU code is compatible with the plurality of FPU 
codes (col. 7:40-50 "... user is given information as to the type, identifier and version number of 
the desired ..."). 

Per claim 47, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 46, wherein the computer system 
further comprises a plurakty of field-replaceable units, and wherein the step (A) further comprises a 
step of: 
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(A) (2) determining whether the first FPU code is compatible with the plurality of field- 
replaceable units (col. 7:40-50 "... user is given information as to the type, identifier and version 
number of the desired ..."). 

Per claim 48, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 46, wherein the computer system 
further comprises a revision compatibility descriptor identifying a plurality of compatible 
combinations of field-programmable unit codes (e.g. FIG. 5 and related text), and wherein the step 
(A)(1) comprises a step of determining that the first FPU code is compatible with the plurality of 
FPU codes if a combination of the first FPU code (col. 49: 25-30 "... determined whether the new 
hard drive is compatible . . .") and the plurality of FPU codes is among the plurality of compatible 
combinations of field-programmable unit codes identified by the revision compatibility descriptor 
(e.g. FIG. 3 and related text). 

wherein the computer system further comprises a plurality of field-replaceable units and a 
revision compatibility descriptor identifying a plurality of compatible combinations of field- 
programmable unit codes and field-replaceable units (e.g. FIG. 3 and related text), and wherein the 
step (A) comprises a step of determining that the first FPU code is compatible with the computer 
system if a combination of the first FPU code, the plurality of FPU codes (e.g. FIG. 5 and related 
text), and the plurality of field-replaceable units is among the plurality of combination 
combinations of field-programmable unit codes and field-replaceable units identified by the 
revision compatibility descriptor (col. 7:40-50 "... user is given information as to the type, identifier 
and version number of the desired . . ."). 
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Per claim 50, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 45, wherein the first field- 
programmable unit comprises a field-replaceable unit (e.g. FIG. 3 and related text). 

Per claim 51, Sprecher discloses the method of claim 45, wherein the step (A) is performed 
in response to installation of the first field-programmable unit in the computer system (e.g. FIG. 5, 
92 and related text). 

Per claim 52, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

45) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 53, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

46) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 54, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

47) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 55, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 

48) , wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 
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Per claim 56, this is the apparatus version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 
49), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth 
above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 57, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 45), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 58, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 46), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 59, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 47), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 60, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed above (Claim 48), 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set forth above. 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 



Per claim 61, this is the storage version of the claimed method discussed 
wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas 
Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 



above (Claim 49), 
as set forth above. 
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Per claim 62, this is the computer system version of the claimed method discussed above 
(Claim 45), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set 
forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 63, this is the computer system version of the claimed method discussed above 
(Claim 46), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/ or covered in cited areas as set 
forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 64, this is the computer system version of the claimed method discussed above 
(Claim 47), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set 
forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 65, this is the computer system version of the claimed method discussed above 
(Claim 48), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set 
forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 

Per claim 66, this is the computer system version of the claimed method discussed above 
(Claim 49), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited areas as set 
forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious. 



Conclusion 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to ISAAC T. TECKLU whose telephone number is (571)272-7957. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:300A - 8:00P. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Isaac T Tecklu/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2192 



/Tuan Q. Dam/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2192 



